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11/28/69 



Dear howerd. 

More than the usutl rush because more tuan the usual to get. done too 
soon, so too much haste in response to your 11/25 mailing 

Frazier: Most of ttiy notes on uis h.O. testimony i-r. on u^e. I reosll 
noting this en.wer, but 1 oia not at til certeiatthet 1 recalled bis contrary 
response before the Commission. I believe you ere right, that ttiie is perjury. 

U V tbv way, if you do not have an official copy of toe A'R, you shoula get one. 

It you cam.ot get one from tue Government Irinting ' ffice for £1.00, let me know 
end I'll try enu recall «nere my extra copy tnot 1 got ie. It lc b-ti.er to make 
rele ences to tbr official copy. 

1 a.n enxiouj to see wbr.t y ol hove on the panel. 1 have some of tnelr 
letters, but in confidence, meaning 1 cannot use tuem. 1 also neve one thing 1 
cannot tell enyone. if they told you some of these things, thr. t ould be lov lv. 
Fro-n whet you s'j, they moy h ve told you more, "hen you nr» here >gf>in you way 
went to rend that file. There are also some things x picked up thet ere not in 
do -lament s I wilj tell you "bout in pe rson. .. .There ere indications ICardley was 
Clark's ramrod on this, eni taare is no doubt Eisner 6lso acted in u similar 
capacity, not only emong tne members or the panel. 

11/23 on shirt slits: *o nave to wait for Gary to find time to tej.1 
us hi: it ne did get to do in -olios. *iiis is one of the things 1 eskea aim to check 
on, for it seemed obvious to ne. i have been waiting a long time for ttB Archives 
to tell me wh tlrer tuey will make special pictures for I took tula up with 
ohnson months ego, but x just heven t been in a position to press it. ..het you 
ssy of tue exiting pictureo la important.' Pending e decision from them, or their 
presistence in silence lend I’ll recell this when 1 get beck to the writing), why 
not make up e list of tne pictures you think we should have end instead of depending 
on the less clear printed copies. I'll get tuem from the .rcuives (8x10 glossy) 
end lend to you for further study? Your notin ; of the picture of tne JFK neck is 
of one. I think r have several n ere egein 1 think it would be » good idee if ora 
of ue coul keep e liet of such pictures. If you refer further to thlB, I'll have At 
filed under mu, 1 

Glad you got the -urry book. 1 had elreauy asked for one for you tne t 
enother can now have. 

There rre otter pictures almiler to that on page 27. I think 1 refer to 
e number in -tt'II. But we are well past this. I suggest tula is e waste of time. I 
am pretty confident 1 know exactly where that one hit. 1 now have mor than I showed 
you on this. Those nn 28 end 29 do make it possible to compute the height of the 
seat, but tnot alao Is now less essential. Now that I take e good look at the 
one on 31, 1 aey th end of the Newcomb nonsense on the rr cars, as Dick, I think, 
will understand. Spregue mey have glossy print. In my hsEte, I'd missed the blcthoe 
in t he p. 34 picture. But ea you study them, see if you con identify any other then 
outer garments, like t-opcoets, raincoats. That is Curry lo-king on. Those mey til 
h-’ve been in the car when the victims left it. ..Cheney hea disappeared. I've tried 
to find him end my oources have no leeds. he is important for other re-iaonsfTO) . if 
you keep looking for such pictures, I *d be interested if me shows t bucket. ...They 
sent me n print of IE740 made from the printr veraion. I've esked for one from 
tne negative or e glossy, witneut the screen....! think both on 50 were published... 
-heck on 100.... 1 think Gary has uchoore... .Babushka leay: do you tuink she atnyed 
there for 10 mlnutea? It Is possible to compere neri in this mother r ,th*» fllm8 . 
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11/24/69 



Daer Harojd, 

This is in response to your letter of the 19th. 

Sorry for not including mote specific info on Burrard. I have it 
somewhere and I always do take down such stuff. It was my haste in 
getting it to you and Just negligence which caused me to forget. 

I can't find it now but will look later. I'm almost positive it's 
copyrighted but so is most of what I copy. 

Dfock sent me Frazier's N.O. testimony. So far the most imporant 
thing I see is the admission that thdre was no blood on 399. In light 
of the case you sight in PM I, this is the clincher(one of many 
clinchers, actually). 

Since I last wrote I have heard from all but one Panel doctor 
who is on vacation. The ifo is startling; I am spellbound bp some 
of it. Often, they contradict one another but what they reveal is 
important. I'm working now on a lead which one of them provided « 
which may mean that Ramsey Clark edited the original Panel Report. 

Sit tight for with each letter comes a new surprise, a further 
indictment of the Panel. Have you corresponded with any of them? 

It may be good if we compared correspondance. 

I8m enclosing a further note on the shirt slits. 

Thuis is all for now; am terribly rushed today. 



Best wishes 




